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Before the RECEIVED
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554 0CT 30 1997
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
In the Matter of OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Preemption of State and Local Zoning and
Land Use Restrictions on the Siting,
Placement and Construction of Broadcast
Station Transmission Facilities

MM Docket No. 97-182

To: The Commission

E LAIN VALLEY T Tl i
Introduction
Champlain Valley Telecasting, Inc. (“CVTI"), permittee of WFFF(TV), Channel
44, Burlington, Vermont, hereby submits its comments in response to the Commission'’s

Notice of Proposed Rule Making in the above-captioned proceeding. FCC 97-296,
released August 19, 1997 (NPRM).

[ CVTI recently placed WFFF(TV) on the air at a temporary sub-standard
transmitter site, having been frustrated by a myriad of obstacles in its efforts to obtain
access to Mt. Mansfield, the optimal transmitter site for the area. Mt. Mansfield is
presently used by three area TV stations, including Burlington’s CBS and ABC affiliates.
CVTI's efforts covered in excess of three years and consumed considerable resources.
All the while, more than 500,000 area viewers were deprived of their first over-the-air
Fox signal. 175,000 of these viewers will remain unable to view WFFF until the station

is authorized to operate from Mt. Mansfield. As detailed more fully below, CVTI's

experience provides strong support for the proposal of the National Association of
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Broadcasters (“NAB”) and the Association of Maximum Service Telecasters (‘“AMST")
(collectively, the “Petitioners”) to preempt state and local land use laws and for putting
teeth in the agency’s Unique Site Rule, 47 C.F.R. 73.635, so that it will serve as a
useful tool for broadcasters seeking to institute new or improved television service.
Background

CVTI has attempted for years to get permission through local land use
authorities to operate WFFF(TV), Burlington, Vermont, from Mt. Mansfield. These
efforts took on unusual public interest significance since WFFF(TV) proposed to provide
the first over-the-air Fox network service to the Burlington, VT-Plattsburgh, NY market,
the largest market in the country without a Fox affiliate. WFFF also represented the
area’s fourth local television transmission service. Because CVTI has been unable to
get the local land-use approvals necessary to construct at Mt. Mansfield, WFFF has
been forced to operate from a temporary site at Terry Mountain in upstate New York.
Due to terrain obstructions, WFFF(TV) is unable to serve substantial areas of Vermont
to the east of Burlington from the Terry Mountain site. As indicated on the engineering
data attached hereto as Exhibit A (originally submitted with CVTI's request for authority
to operate from Terry Mountain) CVTI serves only 372,403 persons and 15,208 sq. km.
from the Terry Mountain site whereas service to 548,157 persons and 27,524 sq. km.
would be provided from Mt. Mansfield. Accordingly, operation from Terry Mountain
serves 32% fewer persons and 45% less area than would be reached from the

Mansfield site.



Mt. Mansfield Collocation 2 iation A I
Despite an FCC permit specifying Mt. Mansfield,' CVTI has been frustrated since

1994 in its efforts to obtain the necessary environmental and land use consents at that
site by the Mt. Mansfield Collocation Association ("MCAA"), a five member group which
must authorize any construction there. Among the members of MCAA are WCAX(TV)
the local CBS affiliate, WVNY(TV), Burlington’s ABC outlet, the University of Vermont,
and Vermont ETV, licensee of WETK(TV)(PBS). WCAX(TV), WVNY(TV), and
WETK(TV) all operate from towers on Mt. Mansfield. Until recently when WFFF went
on the air from the Terry Mountain site, WCAX(TV) broadcast Fox’s National Football
League programming because there was no Fox affiliate in the market. During WFFF’s
efforts to obtain access to Mt. Mansfield, the local press reported that loss of NFL
programming could cost WCAX(TV) millions of dollars in advertising. See Exhibit B:
Media Outlets Fight Over Antenna Space, The Stowe Reporter, June 13, 1996.

Among the concerns voiced by the MCAA were (i) that there was an existing RF
radiation (“RFR”") problem on the Mountain which needed to be addressed; and (ii) that
no new towers should be built until after the conclusion of a master plan taking into
account the needs of all parties for tower space for digital transmission facilities.

(a) The RFR Problem

The antenna for a Vermont Public Radio station is mounted on the Vermont ETV

tower on Mt. Mansfield, and is in apparent violation of both the existing and proposed
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Commission RFR limits. Due to lack of funds, however, Vermont ETV is not in a
position to build a new tower, or alter the current one, in order to meet the RFR limits.
In an effort to solve this problem, CVTI negotiated an agreement contemplating the
construction of a new tower at the WETK(TV) site. It would accommodate both
WETK(TV) and WFFF(TV), and solve the RFR problem. The agreement also took into
account the digital needs of both WETK and WFFF. The agreement would benefit
Vermont ETV by providing it with a substantial amount of new broadcast equipment and
economic benefits for future years, and solve Vermont Public Radio’s RFR problem
without cost to it. CVTI also believed that the plan would allay concerns of MCAA about
putting an additional tower on Mt. Mansfield.

CVTI submitted the WFFF/WETK tower proposal to the MCAA on March 7,
1996, but it was put on hold pending issuance of the Commission’s new RFR
guidelines. Subsequently, CVTI increased the proposed tower height to ensure that
WFFF(TV) would not add to the RFR level on Mt. Mansfield, and reapplied to the MCAA
on September 19, 1996.

(b) The Master Plan

After CVTI submitted its revised plan, the MCAA executive committee decided
that it would not make determinations on applications for new stations until it undertook
a master planning process as ordered by the District 5 Environmental Commission, the
local division of the State Environmental Board. See Exhibit C: Stations Jockey for Use
of Mt. Mansfield, Sunday Times Argus, April 7, 1996. The Master Plan was to study the
long-range uses of the Mt. Mansfield summit for both analog and digital television, and

would take at least one year to complete. Phase One of that study was to address the
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future of Mt. Mansfield in general terms. Phase Two would consider the future in light
of the Commission’s DTV table of allotments. Phase Three would involve the filing of
the Master Plan in the form of an Act 250 umbrella permit. Act 250 is the state land-use
regulation which applies to all large scale development impacting over 10 acres of land.
Temporary Operations from Terry Mountain

In order to introduce new television service to the Burlington area in the face of
these numerous obstacles, CVT! was forced to find an alternative transmitter site. After
weeks of research, CVTI settled on an interim site on the WPTZ(TV) (NBC) tower on
Terry Mountain. In February, 1997, the Commission granted CVTI a special temporary
authorization to operate WFFF(TV) from that site.?

Before ‘éégtmcting at the WPTZ(TV) site, however, CVTI had to obtain the
approval of the Adirondack Park Authority, which controls the land around Terry
Mountain. Substantial resources were expended obtaining this approval. In addition,
the existing WPTZ tower had to be upgraded at a cost of approximately $500,000 since
it was determined that the tower couldn’t withstand the additional weight and wind-
loading of the WFFF(TV) transmission line and antenna.® None of the costs incurred in
connection with the Terry Mountain site can be recouped when WFFF moves to Mt.

Mansfield. After retrofitting the WPTZ site to accommodate WFFF, the station

2 See Letter from Clay C. Pendarvis, Chief, Television Branch to Champlain Valley
Telecasting, Inc. (February 21, 1997).

® This includes approximately $250,000 to modify the WPTZ(TV) tower, ($200,000 to
modify the WPTZ antenna to accommodate the WFFF(TV) transmission facilities, and
$300,000 to make modifications to the buildings, power and roads related to the
transmission facilities).



commenced operations on August 31, 1997. CVTI continues to aggressively pursue
the necessary local land use consents for the Mt. Mansfield site.
Enter the Vermont Legislature

In the interim, on December 16, 1996, CVTI withdrew its revised application out
of frustration with the lack of progress by the MCAA. Local papers discussing the plight
of CVTI came to the attention of Vermont State Senator Vincent llluzzi, who contacted
CVTI about the issue through an intermediary and expressed a concern that the
dominance of the Mt. Mansfield site by in-market television competitors to CVT| was
interfering with the introduction of a new television service. That Senator, Vincent
Iluzzi, held hearings on the subject at which several Burlington television executives
were subpoenaed to testify. Thereafter, he introduced legislation which would have
wrested from the MCAA its authority over Mt. Mansfield and abolished the Association.
On the eve of its enactment into law, the MCAA negotiated a settlement agreement with
CVTI to permit it to become a member of MCAA, to have input in creating the Master
Plan, and to be included in the umbrella application submitted to the State
Environmental Board. CVTI has yet, however, to be admitted into membership of the
MCAA.

Since the agreement was reached, the MCAA has continued to gather
information from its engineering consultant in order that it might finalize the Master
Plan. Before it can gain approval for the Master Plan, however, the MCAA must deal
with two additional issues which recently came to light---the claim that any plan will
harm the habitat for a local bird, the Bicknell Thrush; and the existence of a nineteenth

century deed restricting use of the land.



The Bicknell Thrush

In 1995, at the time when CVTI first approached MCAA about placing the
WFFF(TV) tower on Mt. Mansfield, the MCAA told CVTI that approval would harm the
habitat of the Bicknell Thrush, a small bird which nested near the crest of the mountain.
To avoid disturbing the bird’s nesting, CVT| was advised that it would only be able to
construct its tower during a few months each year when there was no nesting. This
was particularly troublesome since inclement weather already limited construction to a
very short period of time each year. Subsequently, however, MCAA advised CVTI that
the Thrush actually nested lower down on the Mountain than originally thought and that
construction on the summit would not infringe on its nesting. Nevertheless, local
environmentalists remain concerned about the effects of the construction on the bird.
They note that the noise engendered by construction of new towers could disturb the
thrush’s nesting and that during migration the birds may fly into the guy wires or towers.
1859 Deed

Concerned about the Bicknell Thrush and other wildlife, a group of local
environmental groups recently uncovered an 1859 deed which contains language they
contend restricts use of the land on the summit of Mt. Mansfield to scientific purposes.
They argue that the deed precludes the presence of any towers there---—-existing or
proposed. Vermont's Attorney General is researching the deed issue and is expected
to issue an opinion interpreting the effect, if any, of the restrictive language.
The T f Sf Planning C -

CVTI must also obtain approval from the Town of Stowe Planning Commission

under a Site Plan Review process required for all non residential developments. After



receiving a request to build on Mt. Mansfield, the Planning Commission conducts a
hearing to examine the affect of the proposed development on issues including traffic,
landscaping, and energy efficiencies. The review process generally takes several
months.
The Town of Stowe Zoning Board

CVTI must also obtain a conditional use permit for construction on Mt. Mansfield
from the Town of Stowe Zoning Board. To do so, CVTI must file an application with the
Board which is then sent to all bordering towns for consideration. A public hearing is
then held and, thereafter, the Board makes a determination regarding the application.
This process can take four months or more, depending on the size of the Zoning
Board’s docket. The Zoning Board and Planning Commission proceedings can run
concurrently.
The State of Vermont — Act 250 Approval

Finally, approval under Vermont’'s Act 250 must be obtained. To obtain
approval, CVTI must submit a request to the District Environmental Commission. The
Commission bases its decision on 10 criteria, including: consideration of the aesthetic
impact of the construction; whether the plan conforms with town and regional plans;
and the impact of the construction on the local habitat and wildlife. Any interested party
may comment on the request. State agencies and municipal and regional planning
commissions are automatically made parties to such proceedings. Any party to the
proceeding has the right to appeal the Commission’s decision. Under the
circumstances most favorable to CVTI (i.e., it receives a grant and no parties appeal)

the Act 250 process takes approximately three months.



Suggested Remedies

As detailed above, CVTI has expended enormous financial resources and
considerable time in attempting to build a television station that will serve the maximum
audience and be competitive with existing Burlington television stations. It has been
frustrated at every turn by a land use approval process which is any television
licensee’s worst nightmare. The result is that 175,000 persons who would be served by
WFFF operating from Mt. Mansfield are deprived of over-the-air Fox programming for
the foreseeable future, and the public interest is disserved. And, in the long run, CVTI
will be required to incur the extraordinary cost of two complete transmission facilities---
its current temporary facility and a Mt. Mansfield plant. CVTI’s frustration is likely to be
shared by other Burlington area television licensees when they seek local approvals for
the construction of their digital transmission facilities.

For these reasons, CVTI urges the Commission to adopt regulations which
provide for preemption of state and local laws, as proposed by the Petitioners, and
afford parties such as CVTI the means to construct new and improved broadcast
facilities in a timely fashion. It also implores the Commission to expand the Unique
Site Rule, 47 C.F.R. Section 73.635, so that it applies at times other than the license
renewal period, and provides redress to broadcasters who may have been prevented
by competitive forces from constructing their transmission facilities.

Eederal Preemption

CVTI urges the Commission to afford relief to all television licensees, not just

DTV permittees in the top markets. NTSC broadcasters such as WFFF(TV) have been

hindered by the use of the local and state regulatory processes, often by market
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competitors, to prevent them from gaining the local and state approvals necessary to
build their facilities. For these broadcasters, federal preemption of local and state
regulation on siting and construction of both analog and digital transmission facilities, is
necessary. Such preemption would also benefit the public interest by ensuring the
timely introduction of new and improved television service to an area.

Although broadcasters in the top markets have a rapid DTV build-out schedule
which, on the surface, may appear to create a more compelling case for preemption,
CVTI believes that preemption should not be limited to broadcasters in those markets.
The facts that CVTI recites above make clear that obtaining local land use consents
can easily consume a number of years. Accordingly, preemption will be necessary in
such situations to enable smaller market broadcasters to meet even the more relaxed
DTV timetables applicable to them.

E ion of the Unique Site Rul

The Unique Site Rule, 47 C.F.R. Section 73.635, should also be modified to
provide television licensees with a more effective remedy in those situations where an
in-market competitor seeks to use its access to a transmitter site to prevent the
introduction of a new or improved facility. In particular, the rule should be revised so
that it provides relief at all times, not just during the license renewal period.

Under Section 73.635:

No television license or renewal of a television license will be granted to any

person who owns, leases or controls a particular site which is peculiarly suitable

for television broadcasting in a particular area and (a) which is not available for
use by other television licensees, and (b) no other comparable site is available in

the area; and (c) where the exclusive use of such site by the applicant or
licensee would unduly limit the number of television stations that can be
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authorized in a particular area or would unduly restrict competition among
television stations.

As WFFF's history makes abundantly clear, the Mt. Mansfield site is “peculiarly
suitable for television broadcasting” in the Burlington, Vermont area. Additionally, the
site is not currently available for use by any broadcaster other than those with towers
already located on the mountain. Further, the geography of Vermont is such that only
by broadcasting from Mt. Mansfield, the tallest mountain in the state, can a television
station reach both the eastern and westemn parts of the state. Thus, no other
comparable site to Mt. Mansfield is available in the area. Finally, the exclusive use of
the site by the licensees already broadcasting from the mountain substantially delayed
the initiation of a first local Fox service and the fourth local television service and
caused such service, when finally instituted, to originate from a distinctly inferior site. A
case can be made, therefore, under the each prong of the Unique Site Rule.
Unfortunately, due to the way in which the Rule is drafted, CVTI has no effective
recourse until the submission of renewals for Vermont TV stations. The requested relief
is all the more necessary now that television license renewals are for a period of eight
years rather than three, as was the case when the rule was enacted in 1963. Only by
so modifying the Rule will the Commission serve the purpose of the unique site rule to

remove unnecessary impediments to competition and ensure that the public will have
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access {0 a variety of differing broadcast sources. K-W TV, Inc.. 70 RR 2d 1855, 1656
(1892).

CHAMPLAIN VALLEY TELECASTING, INC.

Dated: October 29, 1997

‘in 1981 the Commission deciined to adopt a request by a broadcaster that the
Commission amend Section 73,035 fo require that grants of construction permits for
new or changed faclitiea for VHF stations which involve construction or. modification of
a tower, be conditioned fo parmit UHF television stations, upon request, to place their
antenna on the tower. in its decision, the Commission noted that the current restriction
mmmmmmmdam-mmmmm
. the Commission’s responsibiiity to regulsate the broadcast industry in the public interest.”
Sae Common Lise of TV Towars. Ranart and Ordar, 40 RR 2d 482, 484 (1981). The
Commission aiso noted, however, that it “would intrude in this area only in sifuations
where the exclusive use of a uniique site results in mitations of service to the public.”
Id. at 484. CVT] submits that exciusive use of the Mt. Mansfisid site by the ‘
broadcasters already focated on it has resulted in limitations of service to the public.

12
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Exhibit A

WILEY, REIN & FIELDING

1776 K STREET. N. W,
WASHINGTON. D. C. 20008
(202) 429-7000

RICHARD J. BODORFF FACSIMILE

(202) 828-3145 (202) 429~7049

February 6, 1997

William F. Caton, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Request for Special Temporary Authorization
WFFF-TV, Burlington, VT

Dear Mr. Caton:

Attached is an amendment to a request for Special Temporary Authorization
submitted to the Commission on February 3, 1997, on behalf of Champlain Valley
Telecasting, Inc., permittee of WFFF(TV), Burlington, VT. Please associate the

amendment with the February 3 letter request.
Be@

4 X,\

Richard J. Bodorff

RJB/lar
Enclosure
cc: David Bennett (By Hand)



Caxtificats of Amendment

mmmofwvmrmmwmofwm-w,
Burlington, VT, for 2 Special Temporary to commence operation is hareby
amended to include the attached ongineering materials.

ik

/J C. Nichols, President

e
Dated: February > , 1997



COHEN, DIPPELL AND EVERIST, P. C.

Contour
Grade 8

Mount Mansfield

Terry Mt. 750 kW STA
Overlap w/Mt. Mansfield

Terry Mt. 750 kW STA

Population

548,157

372,403
354,305

Outside
Mt. Mansfield

— GradeB
Area  Population  Area

sq.km sqg.km
27,524 - -
15,208 18,098 1,645
13,563

Percent Of Grade B
Outside Mt. Mansfield

Grade B
Population Area
sg.km
5.1 10.8



| TIGERAine CENSUS FILES 1990

\WFFF-TV CP GRADE B

WFFF-TV STA
GRADE B, ;

D T N, - - . . = . . - — -

Bl Water Area
e WFFF-TV 64 dB/u

D WFFF-TV SITE MT. MANSFIE!
| ——WFFF-TV 64 dBu STA
Q WEFF-TV SITE TERRY MT.

_____ __|census Place
:]County Boundaries
[ ! State (High Res)

Census Place Selection Sets
‘ LS RNH e\ _' 0 20 40 60
RORY ) ovemmemacn /.~ CEBANONGH . R Kilometers
COHEN, DIPPELL and EVERIST, P.C.  Consuiting Engineers Wi . D.G. WOLFEBORO NH




JUNE 13, 1896

Serving the Grester Mt. Mansfield Area

Volume 40, Number 24(USPS614-620)

On Mt. Mausfield

by John Zicconi

. A storm of controversy has
been brewing atop Movat Mans-
field, and ita eventusl outcome
may have a direct affect on local

television viewers. v

Champlain Valley Telecasting
Ine. (CVTI) wants to bring a local
FOX affiliate to the region but is
having trouble gaining support
for an antenns on top of the
mountain. If a resclution cannot
be found within the next few
months, the network may be
forced to locate atop Mount Terry
in New York, which would pre-
vent its signal from being picked
up in many areas east of the
Green Mountaing.

Local cable subscribers would
be able to access the station no
matter where the antenna is
Jocated. But many free TV view-
ers, which make up about 40 per-
cent of all homes, would be left
without popular programs like
Melrose Place, the X Files and

‘about helf of all Sunday after-

noon NFL football games if the
stetion cannot locate atop Ver-
mont’s highest peak.

“Stowe (and other parts of
Lamoille County) would not get
FOX if we have to locate on
Mount Terry.” said Joha Nichols,
president of CVTIL.

Northern Vermont, in particy-

Sec ‘Antenns,’ page 20
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Stations J ockey For Use Of M. Mansfield

By NICK MARRO
Vermont Press Buresu
ONTPELIER — Paul Poirier said it
bast.

Poirier, « member of the District
5 Environmental Commission,
looked at a room Gl of Jawyers
and television executives during a

hearing lste ans evening last week
and said, "Everybody here seems friendly, but thers '
mnbtdhd&n.poduﬂmby'knhu
state legislator and Houss majority [
leader, Poirler bas years of experi-
ence spotting hidden The ¥
guebeﬁure?oma tho District R
mmission was a proposal by a ;
new television station 10 locate a
tower and transmitting squipment
o top of Mt the state’s
highest mountain.
in Valley Telocasting,
Inc. ( wants 1o Jocate on Mt
Mansfield becanse the mountain

“We have nothing against planning,
but we do have a problem with our
competitors drafting the plan and pro-
posing it to the commission.”

— Gerald Tarrant, lawyer,
Champlain Valley Telecasting, Inc.

provides the station with the best Jocation for trans-
mitting its signal to the greatest number of Ver
montars.

Standing in the company’s way s a recent decision
by the District 5 Commission invalving the Atlantic
Cellular Co. CVTI] officials say the decision amounts
1o a meratociuim on any new comstnaction on Mt.
Manafield uatil the completion of 2 master plan de-
tailing fitwre uses for the mountain top.

Tha company has filed a motion o intervens in
the Atlamtic Cellular case and o alter'the findings 0
that CVTI can proceed with its plams to build on Mt.
Manefield before the master plan is completed.

On the surface the issue seems simple, but it is
complicated by the fact the master plan study is
being conducted by the Bit. Mans€eld Celocation As-
sociatien, whose members include twu potential cor-
petitors of CVT] — WCAX-TV and WVNY-TV.

At 2 recent District 5 hearing, CVTTs lawyers
questionad the fairmess of having the company’s com:
petitocs anduct & master plan study that may well
affect CVITs ability to compete.

“We have nothing against planring,” said attorney
Gerald Tasrant, ‘but we do bave a problem with our
competitors drafting the plan and propoaing it to the

Tarrant suggested the idea for the master plan
stody may have come from Peter Martin, the execu-
tive vice president of WCAX, during discussions with
the District § Commimion on June 7, 1995 about the
Atlantic Cellular case.

“ARter reading the filings we arrived at the conclu-
sion that WCAX planted the seed for the master plan

,stady,” Tarrant said. “WCAX indicated CVT] was a

possible tenant on the mountain during those discw-
Bee Page 4: Towers
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{Continued from Page One)
amnl with the commiasion last
June.”"

Tartant suggestad those discus-
sions peved the way for the com-
mission’s creation of the morato-
rium. He made it clear that future
competition between CVTI and
WCAX could not be avoided.

“We are in direct competition
with WCAX,” Tarrant said. “We

can't get around that. Burlhtfun is
the largest axea in the United
States without a Fox Natwork af

filiate and we proposed to bring

Fox to Vermant.”
that the masiear

Tarrant
plan process nat hold up hia

el:::‘dfwlknhmtnloahonut.

the Coloahon

poudmplm.

The new tower would be
of transmiiting a -definition,
dllitlldmddhd’ndnmduh-
vision.”

“You cannot plan besed on specu-

lative technalogy,” Tasrant told the
commission. “We all know Ad-
vanced Television will come, but we
. don't know when it will come.
+ ‘Those discussions will be subjected
: Pohﬁcal debates.

‘Allow us to intarvens and argue
our case,” Tarrant continued. "If
they have a plaa three or four
months from now, let them bring it
forwand. But dun"t lot them tell us
we can't

Lawyera for both WCAX and
WVNY have lihd motions asking
to intervens in the Atlantic Cel-
lular case, but only if the com:
mission allows CVTI

penninunm

intatvene.
Attorney Donald Randall, who
rcpresents WCAX, argued there

was 10 need for the to
grant CVT1 status in the At-
lantic Cellular case. And WYNY's

attorney, Philip Linton, said his cli-
ent strongly disugreed with CVTTs
case.

Martin took issue with several of
Tarrant's atatements, and said Tar-
rant “misrepresented (WCAX's) role
in this"

Martin sud be attended the June
7. 1995 mesting as a representative
not for WCAX, but for the Coloca.
tion Assnciation, of which WCAX is
s member. He also said the tele-
communications issues facing the
Colocation Association were com-
plex.

Martin said that CVITs request
to locate on the mountain "raises &
number of jssuws that require
trade-offa”

*One decigion leads to another.”
said Murdn, who walked the com-

mission through & variety of pos- DWIER,

also an issue.

CVTI would be the first new
commercial lelevision station to lo-
cate in the Burlington area sinue
1988 when WVNY went on the air.

The company is ¢eeking to alf
filiate with the Fox Network. Fox
has local broadcast rights to the
National Faotball League's Na-
tional Conference games, which are
aired over WCAX because the re-
gion doesn't have a Fox affiliate.

That would change if CVTT's sta
tion goes on the air as & Fox af
Aliate.

CVITs proposal calls for ac-
mg the existing Vermont ETV

with a state-of-the-art tower

ca mble of handling signals for
station, Vermont , snd
WPTEZ, which is based in Platts
"N.Y., and now has ita trans-

sible scenarios involving future :““M ﬁﬂx&% T mountain top
the mountain. oot v o  competes with WCAX and

“That’s why we need a master WVNY in the Burlington region,
plan with Otherwise we will but ite signal doeen't reach most of

have piecemesl development,” he
' ﬁ downplayed Tacrant’s

uncuto about compaetition nnd
(N‘g"y delays designed to keep
off the mountain, saying the
Colocation Associstion has follw-d
“a pretty sggressive schedule given
the complexities of what it is we
are ing with.”
He eaid CVTT's ongineer hus
been appointed to the Association's
commities as an observer
to monitor tha process.

“They are at the table,” he aaid.
“And at this point they are not a
land owner or a lessee. They sce
only a potential applicant.”

Although the District Com-
mission will focos on the eaviron-
mental concerns associated with
CVTTs request, the competition cre-
ated by a new commercial televi-
sion station in Vermont is clearly

Vermont east of Mt. Manafield.
That would also change if it m
lllowod on cvm

come ﬁm Vormont E'W”d\hr-

mont Public Radio. Both stand to
benafit from CVTITa location on the
mountain.

Vermont ETV would get o new
towgr end transmitting equipment
that would make the station ready -
for Advanced Television in ¢x-
changs for allowing CVTT to trans-

nit from ETV's building on the
mountain.

Vermont Public Radio would ben-
cfit because its antenns would be
higher, thus providing the station .’
with a stronger signal.

The District Commission hag
taken the requesta for intervention
under advisement and is expected
to mako a dccision )aler this-
month.




